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The Aharony-Bergman-Jafferis-Maldacena theory on a circle

Yi-Xiao Tao∗

Yau Mathematical Sciences Center (YMSC), Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

In this letter, we bootstrapped the 4-point correlators on the 1D celestial circle using 3D sym-
metries in the Aharony-Bergman-Jafferis-Maldacena theory as constraints. We find that the dual
inversion property is strong enough to replace the crossing symmetry condition (or cyclic invariant
condition) when bootstrapping. We also give some results about the conformal block expansion co-
efficients which contain the spectrum and the leading multi-OPE of this celestial CFT. Finally, we
find a non-local 2-particle operator from the multi-OPE at the leading OPE. Although we studied
a specific theory, the methods used are valid for general cases.

INTRODUCTION

The Aharony-Bergman-Jafferis-Maldacena theory
(ABJM) is a 3D Chern-Simons matter theory with
N = 6 superconformal symmetries. Since the similarity
to the N = 4 SYM and the applications in AdS/CFT
[1], people have studied ABJM for a long time and have
obtained many remarkable results, both from the CFT
aspect and the amplitude aspect [2–10]. The matter
fields in ABJM can be figured out from the R-symmetry
SO(6) = SU(4), including 4 complex scalars XA and
four complex fermions ΨAa as well as their conjugate
[11]. They transform in the fundamental (or anti-
fundamental) representation of SU(4) and A = 1, 2, 3, 4.
We can introduce 3 anti-commuting variables ηA to
arrange these states in on-shell superspace, namely

Φ = X4 + ηAψA − 1

2
ǫABCη

AηBXC − η1η2η3ψ4

Ψ̄ = ψ̄4 + ηAX̄A − 1

2
ǫABCη

AηBψ̄C − η1η2η3X̄4,

(1)

where we have split A to A, 4. The superamplitudes in-
volving these two superfields are constrained by super-
conformal symmetries. The amplitudes of the matter
fields can be obtained by selecting the components of the
anti-commuting variables in the superamplitudes and are
hence called “partial amplitudes”. ABJM has many good
properties and we will see them later.
Recently, celestial holography, which translates the 4D

amplitudes in the bulk to CFT correlators on the celes-
tial sphere that is equivalent to the lightlike infinity of
the origin [12, 13], has given us many illustrating results
[14–18]. Inspired by AdS/CFT, celestial holography aims
to help us understand quantum gravity. In addition, it
also helps us understand other theories from a new as-
pect. For massless amplitudes, this corresponding can be
realized by the Mellin transformation on the magnitude
of the external momenta, namely

An =

∫

∞

0

∏

(dωiω
∆i−1
i )An(pi = ǫiωip̂i)δ

4(
∑

i

pi) (2)

where An and An are celestial amplitudes and ampli-
tudes respectively. Note that p̂i is parameterized by the

coordinates of the celestial sphere and ǫ = ±1 for outgo-
ing and incoming. The celestial holography can be easily
generalized to 3D by using the following parameteriza-
tion [19]:

pi = ǫiωi(1 + x2i , 2xi, 1− x2i ). (3)

Then after the Mellin transformation, we will obtain the
CFT correlators on the celestial circle from the 3D am-
plitudes. To study the spectrum of such celestial CFT
(CCFT) is still a very important problem.
One may ask if we can obtain more information on

the ABJM from the celestial aspect. Furthermore, can
we bootstrap the celestial CFT (CCFT) corresponding
to ABJM? In this letter, we will answer these two ques-
tions. We will first show how to bootstrap the 4-point
correlators of the CCFT using the 3D symmetry as con-
straints and then show the conformal block expansion of
the 4-point correlator and the loop correction. Finally,
we will show the multi-collinear behavior [20, 21] and the
OPE of this CCFT.

3D SYMMETRIES ←→ 1D CONSTRAINTS

To translate the 3D symmetries to 1D constraints, it is
useful to consider the 3D spin-helicity formalism, which
comes from the dimensional reduction of the 4D case [11,
22]:

λa =
√
−2ǫω

(

x
−1

)

λa = εabλb = −
√
−2ǫω

(

1
x

) (4)

with pµab = λaλb and the parameterization 3. From the
chain rules, the derivatives of these variables are

∂

∂λ1
=

1√
−2ǫω

(x
∂

∂x
− 2ω

∂

∂ω
)

∂

∂λ2
= − 1√

−2ǫω

∂

∂x

(5)

Since 1D global conformal symmetry is the same as the
3D Lorentz symmetry, the 1D constraints will only come
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from the translation operators P ab, the dilatation opera-
tor D, the U(1) R-symmetry operator R, and the super-
charge QaA:

P abAn =
∑

i

ǫix
j
iTiAn = 0, for j = 0, 1, 2.

DAn = (
n

2
−
∑

i

∆i)An = 0

RAn =
∑

i

(ηCi ∂ηC
i
− 3/2)An = 0

QaAAn = −
∑

i

√
−2ǫiT 1/2

i

(

1
xi

)

∂ηA
i
An = 0.

(6)

where the operator Ti can add 1 to the ∆i in the 1D
correlator An. In ABJM, besides the usual supercon-
formal symmetry, one can also find the dual supercon-
formal symmetry [10] which will be manifest after using
the dual coordinates. Such dual superconformal sym-
metry can generate a larger algebra together with the
original superconformal symmetry, which is a Yangian
[23]. This fact is similar to the case in the N = 4 SYM,
and we only need to consider two level-1 operators in
the Yangian. When acting on the 1D correlators, they
are equivalent to the dual conformal boost operator and
its superpartner. The dual conformal boost operator for
ABJM amplitudes reads [10]

KabAn =− 1

4

∑

k<i

[

λ
(a
k λ

b)
i

(

λγk
∂

∂λγi
− λγi

∂

∂λγk

+ ηBk
∂

∂ηBi
− ηBi

∂

∂ηBk

)

+ 2λakλ
b
k

]

.

(7)

Such Yangian symmetry has some new symmetries com-
pared with the original one and we will later see that
it can replace the crossing symmetry in the following
ansatz. However, let us now ignore the dual conformal
symmetry first. We conclude our ansatz for 4-point cor-
relators here:

1. It has the form

A4 = g(ǫi,∆i)f(z, η
A
i )

∏

i<j

x
∆/3−∆i−∆j

ij

with z = x12x34

x13x24
the cross-ratio and ∆ =

∑4
i=1 ∆i.

2. The operator P ab, D,R,QaA will annihilate the
correlator.

3. The function f(z) should be a polynomial of z.

4. Crossing symmetry under 1 ↔ 3.

5. Modified crossing symmetry under 2 ↔ 3

The first ansatz comes from the 1D conformal symmetry,
and the third one will forbid factors involving logarithm

terms. The last two ansatz come from the usual crossing
symmetry for 4-point correlators. The crossing symmetry
part can be understood as the cyclic invariant condition.
There will be an extra factor when we exchange the labels
2 and 3 compared with the usual crossing symmetry since
this case will correspond to the channel s ↔ u. We will
see this point later.

FOUR-POINT CORRELATORS FROM

BOOTSTRAP

Although it is well-known how to obtain the 4-point
ABJM amplitudes at the tree level directly from the sym-
metry, we still need to figure out how these constraints
help us to construct the 4-point 1D correlators. The
translation operators will force

g(ǫi,∆i) ∝
4
∏

i=1

((−1)i+1ǫ1ǫi)
∆i , (8)

while the U(1) R-symmetry operator will force the de-
gree of freedom of anti-commuting variables to be 6. This
constraint also forbids the appearance of odd-point cor-
relators. The supersymmetry constraints can be solved
using the momentum conservation:

f(z, ηAi ) = h(z)

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

√

ǫiǫjTiTjxijηAi ηAj ) (9)

with h(z) a function of z, which should have the form
h(z) = za(1 − z)b and can be figured out by crossing
symmetry. Note that in our case the crossing symme-
try is only valid for the total correlator rather than the
partial correlators since the anticommuting variables also
need to transform when we consider the crossing symme-
try. After writing the correlator in the following form
assuming that all ∆i are the same:

A4 =
c(z, ηi)

x
∆/2
12 x

∆/2
34

, (10)

the crossing symmetry reads [19]:

c(1− z, η3, η2, η1, η4) ∼ (
1− z

z
)∆/2c(1− z, η1, η2, η3, η4)

c(z, η1, η2, η3, η4) ∼ z∆/2+(2a+b)c(1/z, η1, η3, η2, η4)
(11)

Here ∼ means “up to some possible minus signs”. The
first equation is for 1 ↔ 3 and the second one is for 2 ↔ 3.
The factor z2a+b comes from h(1/z) ∼ z−2a−bh(z). The
solution is

h(z) = z−1/6(1 − z)−1/6, (12)
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Collecting all the elements, we will obtain the 4-point
correlator

A4 =δ(

4
∑

i=1

∆i − 2)z−1/6(1 − z)−1/6

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

√

ǫiǫjTiTjxijηAi ηAj )◦

[ 4
∏

i=1

((−1)i+1ǫ1ǫi)
∆i

∏

i<j

x
∆/3−∆i−∆j

ij

]

(13)

where the delta function comes from the constraint from
the dilatation operator. The result coincides with do-
ing the Mellin transformation on the 4-pt color-ordered
amplitude

A4(Ψ̄ΦΨ̄Φ) =
δ3(P )

〈14〉〈43〉

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

〈ij〉ηiAηjA) (14)

up to an overall coefficient independent of ∆i [24] In the
above 4-point amplitude, it is clear that the cyclic invari-
ant will cause two crossing symmetry conditions because
of the relations 〈12〉 ∼ 〈34〉 and so on.
One can use the celestial BCFW or other celestial

recursion methods to obtain higher-point results, see
[22, 25–27]. In principle, we can obtain higher-point cor-
relators using these methods.

DUAL INVERSION

The crossing symmetry conditions for the 4-point cor-
relators are not elegant enough, although they come from
the cyclic invariant. In this section, we will use the prop-
erty of dual inversion to replace them. We will also find
out h(z) only from the behavior under the dual inversion.
If we write the momenta pi using the region momenta yi
as yi − yi+1 = pi, the dual inversion will be defined as

I(yµi ) =
yµi
y2i
. (15)

Also for the anti-commuting variables:

|θi,A〉 − |θi+1,A〉 = |i〉ηiA, I(|θi,A〉a) = |θi,A〉b
ybai
y2i
.

(16)
The behavior of ABJM amplitudes under the dual inver-
sion is

I(A4(Ψ̄ΦΨ̄Φ)) =
√

y21y
2
2y

2
3y

2
4A4(Ψ̄ΦΨ̄Φ), (17)

which will lead to the following equation for the celestial
ABJM amplitudes:

I(A4) =
√

y21y
2
2y

2
3y

2
4

4
∏

i=1

f∆i

i A4 (18)

with I(ωi) = fiωi. We will show how (18) leads to the
correct answer. Let us start with finding out the behavior
of xij under the dual inversion:

I(x12) =
x12

√

y21y
2
3f1f2

, I(x23) =
x23

√

y22y
2
4f2f3

I(x34) =
x34

√

y23y
2
1f3f4

, I(x14) =
x14

√

y22y
2
4f1f4

I(x24) =
x24√
f2f4

√

y22y
2
3y

2
4

y101
, I(x13) =

x13√
f1f3

√

y22y
2
3y

2
4

y101
.

(19)
These equations can be obtained from the consistency of
the dual inversion and the momentum conservation, and
also from I(δ3(∑4

i=1 pi)) = y61δ
3(
∑4

i=1 pi). Assuming
that the operator

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

√

ǫiǫjTiTjxijηAi ηAj ) (20)

will give an overall factor

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

√
ǫiǫjΩijxijη

A
i η

A
j ), (21)

then such a factor must be invariant under the dual in-
version from

I[
3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

〈ij〉ηiAηjA)] = y−6
1

3
∏

A=1

(
∑

i<j

〈ij〉ηiAηjA) (22)

While the factor
∏

i<j

x
∆/3−∆i−∆j

ij (23)

will give a y2∆1
∏4

i=1 f
∆i

i . Substituting the delta function

δ(
∑4

i=1 ∆i−2), We find that the undetermined h(z) must
be

z−1/6(1− z)−1/6 (24)

up to a constant. Hence for a 1D CFT, we can impose the
constraints (18) and also define the dual inversion (19)
and (22) for xij and ηAi respectively. This constraint,
together with the first 3 ansatz in section , will determine
the 4-point correlator of the 1D CCFT dual to the 3D
ABJM theory. Note that the properties (19) and (22) are
valid for 4-point correlators in any 1D CFT.

CONFORMAL BLOCK EXPANSION AND LOOP

CORRECTIONS

Using the inversion formula [28, 29], we can obtain the
coefficients of the t-channel conformal block expansion
with ǫ1 = ǫ2 = −ǫ3 = −ǫ4 = −1, which corresponds to
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the OPE between an incoming particle and an outgoing
particle. First, we rewrite the 4-point correlator in the
following form:

A4 = δ(
∑

i

∆i − 2)
(x34

x14

)∆1−∆3(x14

x12

)∆2−∆4

x∆1+∆3

13 x∆2+∆4

24

G(χ) (25)

where χ = 1/z ∈ (0, 1). We have omitted the overall

factor
∏4

i=1((−1)i+1ǫ1ǫi)
∆i since we only focus on the

spectrum. The function G(χ) has a general form χa(1 −
χ)b, and the corresponding coefficient of the conformal
block expansion is [30]

C∆i

a+n =
(a+∆13)n(a+∆24)n

n!(2a+ n− 1)n

× 3F2(
−n, 2a+ n− 1, a+ b+∆24

∆13 + a,∆24 + a
; 1)

(26)

where n ≥ 0 and the exchanging operators have weights
a + n. We list all the pairs (a, b) appearing in different
partial correlators here:

(1/2, 1), (2,−1/2), (1/2,−1/2), (1, 1/2), (1/2, 1/2),

(3/2, 0), (1/2, 0), (3/2,−1/2), (1,−1/2), (1, 0)
(27)

The corresponding coefficients contain some extra minus
sign or i due to the sign of ǫi. These coefficients also
receive the loop correction. In ABJM, the 4-point planar
loop amplitudes start with the 2-loop level because of the
unitarity and the vanishing of 3-point tree amplitudes
and it is proportional to the tree amplitude [3]. The loop
correction operator is [31]

L2-loop =
−(−4x13x14

x23x24

x212)
−ǫ − (−4x13x14

x24

x12x14

x34

)−ǫ

(2ǫ)2
µ2ǫT −2ǫ

1

+
1

2
ln2(

x12x34
x14x23

) + 4ζ(2)− 3ln22 +O(ǫ)

(28)
Here µ is the regularization scale and ζ(2) = π2/6 is the
Riemann zeta function ζ(z). After acting this operator
on the 4-point correlator A4 we will obtain the loop cor-
rection. Such a logarithm term, which is the finite part
of the loop correction, will not change the poles of the
coefficients of the conformal partial wave expansion but
will only change the value of the residue at these poles.
Therefore, the spectrum keeps invariant under the loop
correction as expected. The corrected coefficients can
only be solved numerically and we will not show it here.

MULTI-COLLINEAR LIMIT AND THE OPE

To investigate the CCFT, we need to figure out the
OPE information. However, since odd-point correlators
vanish, the collinear limit fails to find the OPE infor-
mation. However, it is possible to consider the multi-
collinear limit. We will focus on this case and find the
information about the OPE of two outgoing particles.

Following [20], We can generalize the consecutive OPE
in 2D CCFT to the 1D case. Considering a n-pt corre-
lator in our case and assuming ǫ1 = ǫ2 = ǫ3 = 1, we
set

x1 = x3 + ǫ, x2 = x3 + δǫ. (29)

Consequently this will cause

〈13〉 = −2
√
ω1ω3ǫ

〈23〉 = −2
√
ω2ω3δǫ

〈12〉 = −2
√
ω1ω2ǫ(1− δ)

(30)

From now on we will consider the partial correlator
An(X̄XX̄X · · · ) without loss of generality [32], where
X = X4 and X̄ = X̄4. After changing the variables
ω1, ω2, ω3 to

ω = ω1 + ω2 + ω3, s =
ω1

ω1 + ω2 + ω3
, t =

ω2

ω1 + ω2 + ω3
(31)

We will obtain the following result regardless of the
higher ǫ order terms by cutting a leg and dividing the
amplitude into two parts:

An = −
∫

∞

0

dω

∫ 1

0

ds

∫ 1−s

0

dtω∆1+∆2+∆3−2s∆1t∆2−2

(1− s− t)∆3

2(1− δ)δǫ

An−3δ
3(P )

st(1− δ)2 + s(1− s− t) + t(1− s− t)δ2
.

(32)
When we set δ → 0, 1,∞, we will obtain the result for
the consecutive OPE. However, as mentioned before, the
collinear limit between 2 momenta is not well-defined,
which means that we should keep this δ to be arbitrary
except 0, 1,∞. Note that this multi-collinear limit can-
not be obtained from the 6-point amplitudes since there
are other channels besides the channel we considered in
the derivation of the multi-collinear limit. Actually, one
can show that the multi-collinear limit will lead to an ex-
tremely complicated coefficient. Consider the case δ → 0,
the coefficient is

I∆1>0 =
−1

2x23
B(∆2 − 1,∆3 + 1)B(∆1,∆2 +∆3 − 1)×

2F1(1,∆2 − 1,∆2 +∆3, η)
(33)

when ∆1 > 0. When −1 < ∆1 < 0, the coefficient
becomes a branch cut term:

I−1<∆1<0 =
πx2∆1−1

23

2x2∆1

13 sin (∆1π)
B(∆1 +∆2 − 1,∆1 +∆3 + 1)×

2F1(∆1 + 1,∆1 +∆2 − 1, 2∆1 +∆2 +∆3, η)
(34)

Hence the total leading multi-OPE (w.r.t δ) is
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X̄∆1
(x1)X∆2

(x2)X̄∆3
(x3) ∼

[ −1

2x23
B(∆2 − 1,∆3 + 1)B(∆1,∆2 +∆3 − 1)

+
πx2∆1−1

23

2x2∆1

13 sin (∆1π)
B(∆1 +∆2 − 1,∆1 +∆3 + 1))

]

X∆1+∆2+∆3−1(x3)

(35)

The dominant term of these two terms depends on the
value of ∆1, more precisely, the real part of ∆1. The
multi-OPE at the higher order can be obtained by ex-
panding some hypergeometric functions and also by con-
sidering the descendants ofX . In multi-OPE, we can find
out some information about the OPE. Assuming that ∆1

is in the principal series [33], we only need to consider
I∆1>0. Since δ → 0 corresponds to doing the 23-OPE
first, we find that the first term of (35) corresponds to
the following operator in X∆2

(x2)X̄∆3
(x3) OPE:

lim
∆→0

∫

dx(x− x3)
−2∆ : XX̄ :∆2+∆3

(x), (36)

which is a non-local 2-particle operator [21]. And the
1/x13 pole, which comes from the higher order of the first
term, implies the OPE involving a two-particle operator
XX̄ ∼: XX̄ :. The corresponding coefficient is

−B(∆2 − 1,∆3 + 1)B(∆1,∆2 +∆3 − 1)

2(∆2 +∆3)
(37)

For higher-order of δ, this term will correspond to a cer-
tain descendent of : XX̄ :. Note that from this multi-
OPE we find that there will not be an OPE like XX̄ ∼ X
as expected since there will not appear a 1/(x13x23) pole
[34].

DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated how to bootstrap the 4-point
correlator in the 1D CCFT dual to the ABJM using
3D symmetries as constraints in 1D CFT. We find that
the dual inversion property for 4-point correlators, which
is also valid for other 1D CFTs, gives a stronger than
the crossing symmetry (or cyclic invariant). Meanwhile,
from the construction of the dual inversion, we can de-
fine some building blocks with given behaviors under the
dual inversion and then construct different 4-point corre-
lators with wanting properties under the dual inversion.
Furthermore, we calculated the conformal block expan-
sion coefficients to learn more about the spectrum of this
CCFT. We then studied the multi-collinear limit of this
CCFT from the amplitude to the celestial version and
obtained the multi-OPE. Finally, we find a non-local 2-
particle operator in the OPE spectrum. This operator,
which looks like a certain transformation on the local op-
erator with a kernel, still needs some explanations. The
analog in 2D CFT may be helpful [35].

A natural question is how to bootstrap higher-point
correlators. We can use some recursion methods, but
can we obtain the 6-point correlators directly using some
basic properties in this 1D CCFT? To realize this, the
understanding of unitarity is significant [18, 36].

Another interesting question is how to define a dual
conformal block expansion. We also have conformal sym-
metries for the dual coordinate, then can we construct the
conformal block using these dual coordinates and then
translate them back to the usual coordinates? What is
the relation between the objects constructed in this way
and the usual conformal blocks? Or should we consider
a Yangian block expansion in this 1D CCFT?

A more basic question is what this 1D CCFT is. We
have obtained much information about this 1D CCFT,
can we find a 1D CCFT with the same feature? More-
over, the ABJM amplitudes can be obtained from the
N = 4 SYM amplitudes by dimensional reduction [37],
can we realize this procedure from the celestial sphere
to the celestial circle? Are there some relations between
these two CCFTs?
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